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Detailed Action 

Status of Claims: 

Claims 1, 4-5, 30-37 are pending in this Office Action. 
Claims 1, 4, 5 are amended. 
Claims 2-3, 6-29 remain cancelled. 
Claims 34-37 are new. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed in the amendment filed 10/31/07, are fully considered but are 
moot in view of new grounds of rejection. The reasons are set forth below. 

Applicant's invention as claimed : 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1, 4 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 
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Claims 1, 4, and 37 recites the limitations "the content" "said information" several times 
in the claim limitations, specifically lines 5, 11, 12 of independent claim 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claim 37 is rejected under 102(e) being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,701,355 by 
Brandt et al. 

Regarding claim 37, an information processing apparatus, comprising: 

an input configured to acquire a name of a radio broadcast station (Brandt: col. 19, lines 
46-54; station name) and a title of content presented by said radio broadcast station (Brandt: col. 
23, lines 1-20; Fig. 11, album ID); 

a processor configured to generate a radio broadcast station ID (Brandt: col. 11, lines 6- 
1 2) and a content ID for identifying the content on the basis of said information acquired by the 
input (Brandt: col. 10, lines 1-8; cut number), wherein the generated radio broadcast station ID 
and content ID are different from the acquired name of a radio broadcast station and title of 
content; 

a memory configured to store said radio broadcast station ID and said content ID by 
associating said radio broadcast station ID with said content ID (Brandt: col. 23, lines 1-20); and 

an output configured to transmit the information stored in said storage means to a second 
information processing apparatus in response to a request made by said second information 
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processing apparatus through a network (Brandt: col. 6, lines 31-38; second is the user 
apparatus). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 103(a) being unpatentable by U.S. Patent No. 6,701,355 by 
Brandt et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,671,882 by Murphy et al. 

Regarding claim 1 , 

The Brandt reference teaches an information processing apparatus comprising: 
an acquisition means for acquiring a name of a radio broadcast station (Brandt: col. 19, 
lines 46-54; station name) and a title of content presented by said radio broadcast station (Brandt: 
col. 23, lines 1-20; Fig. 11, album ID); 

a generation means for generating a radio broadcast station ID (Brandt: col. 1 1, lines 6- 
12) and a content ID for identifying the content on the basis of said information acquired by said 
acquisition means (Brandt: col. 10, lines 1-8; cut number), wherein the generated radio broadcast 
station ID and content ID are different from the acquired name of a radio broadcast station and 
title of content; 

a storage means for storing said radio broadcast station ID and said content ID by 
associating said radio broadcast station ID with said content ID (Brandt: col. 23, lines 1-20); and 

a transmission means for transmitting information stored in said storage means to a 
second information processing apparatus in response to a request made by said second 
information processing apparatus through a network (Brandt: col. 6, lines 31-38; second is the 
user apparatus) and transmitting the information stored in said storage means to a third 
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information processing apparatus which broadcasts to a plurality of receiver apparatuses (Brandt: 
col. 6, lines 13-23; third device is the broadcast server). 

The Brandt reference does not teach generating a tagging code before broadcast. 

However, the Murphy reference teaches generates a tag code based on the received 
information and broadcasts the tag code to a plurality of receivers (Murphy: col. 2, lines 27-40) 
in order to handle information uniformly and efficiently (Murphy: col. 2, lines 21-23). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to create the apparatus of Brandt to include tag codes for uniform format of broadcast data to 
handle information uniformly and efficiently (Murphy: col. 2, lines 21-23). 

Claim 35 is rejected under 103(a) being unpatentable by U.S. Patent No. 6,701,355 
by Brandt et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,671,882 by Murphy et al in further view of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,628,928 by Crosby et al. 

Regarding claim 35, the modified Brandt reference teaches the information processing apparatus 
of Claim 1 . 

The Brandt reference fails to teach a fourth information processing device. 
However, the Crosby reference teaches: 

a provider-address-identifying means for identifying a content provider's network address 
corresponding to a provider ID supplied by a fourth information processing apparatus on the 
basis of the information in the storage means (Crosby: col. 9, lines 14-26; vendor information 
DB) in order to identify a URL associated the broadcaster or vendor associated with the content 
(Crosby: col, 9, lines 14-26) 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to use the information processing apparatus of the modified Brandt to include provider address 
identifying means as taught by Crosby in order to identify a URL associated the broadcaster or 
vendor associated with the content (Crosby: col. 9, lines 14-26). 
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Claims 4-5, 30-34 are rejected under 103(a) being unpatentable by U.S. Patent No. 
6,701,355 by Brandt et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,671,882 by Murphy et al in further 
view of U.S. Patent No. 5,857,149 by Suzuki. 

Regarding claim 4, the Brandt reference teaches an information processing apparatus 
comprising: 

an acquisition means for acquiring a name of a radio broadcast station (Brandt: col. 19, 
lines 46-54; station name) and a title of content presented by said radio broadcast station (Brandt: 
col. 23, lines 1-20; Fig. 1 1, album ID); 

a generation means for generating a radio broadcast station ID (Brandt: col. 11, lines 6- 
12) and a content ID for identifying the content on the basis of said information acquired by said 
acquisition means (Brandt: col. 10, lines 1-8; cut number) wherein the generated radio broadcast 
station ID and content ID are different from the acquired name of a radio broadcast station and 
title of content; 

a storage means for storing said radio broadcast station ID and said content ID by 
associating said radio broadcast station ID with said content ID (Brandt: col. 23, lines 1-20); and 

a transmission means for transmitting the information stored in said storage means to a 
second information processing apparatus in response to a request made by said second 
information processing apparatus through a network (Brandt: col. 6, lines 31-38; second is the 
user apparatus) and transmitting the information stored in said storage means to a third 
information processing apparatus which broadcasts to a plurality of receiver apparatuses (Brandt: 
col. 6, lines 13-23; third device is the broadcast server). 

The Brandt reference does not teach generating a tagging code before broadcast. 

However, the Murphy reference teaches generates a tag code based on the received 
information and broadcasts the tag code to a plurality of receivers (Murphy: col. 2, lines 27-40) 
in order to handle information uniformly and efficiently (Murphy: col. 2, lines 21-23). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to create the apparatus of Brandt to include tag codes for uniform format of broadcast data to 
handle information uniformly and efficiently (Murphy: col. 2, lines 21-23). 
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The modified Brandt reference fails to teach a validity condition concerning validity of 
presentation of content. 

However Suzuki teaches: 

wherein said acquisition means further acquires a validity-condition concerning validity 
of presentation of said content from said radio broadcast station (Suzuki: col. 3, lines 20- col. 4, 
line 58); and 

said storage means further stores said validation-condition by associating said validity- 
condition with said radio broadcast station ID and said content ID (Suzuki: col. 7, lines 22-46) in 
order to check and control data while broadcasting (Suzuki: col. 4 5 lines 59-65). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to create the apparatus of modified Brandt to include validity conditions as taught by Suzuki in 
order to check and control data while broadcasting (Suzuki: col. 4, lines 59-65). 

Regarding claim 5, an information processing apparatus according to claim 4, wherein said 
validity-condition includes information on additional information added by a user receiving data 
including radio broadcast station ID and said content ID (Brandt: col. 19, lines 47-54; col. 23, 
lines 64-33). 

Regarding claim 30, the information processing apparatus of claim 4, wherein 

said validity-condition is a deadline for accepting a response (Suzuki: col. 5, lines 21-33). 

Regarding claim 31, the information processing apparatus of claim 4, wherein 
said validity condition is an age restriction (Suzuki: col. 3, lines 51-63). 

Regarding claim 32, the information processing apparatus of claim 4, wherein 
said validity-condition is an adult category (Suzuki: col. 3, lines 51-63). 

Regarding claim 33, the information processing apparatus of claim 4, wherein 

said validity-condition is a registered person (Suzuki: col. 3, lines 64- col. 4, line 6). 
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Regarding claim 34, the information processing apparatus of claim 4, wherein 
said validity-condition is an area restriction (Suzuki: col. 4, lines 15-31). 

Claim 36 is rejected under 103(a) being unpatentable by U.S. Patent No. 6,701,355 
by Brandt et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,671,882 by Murphy et al in further view of U.S. 
Patent No. 5,857,149 by Suzuki in further view of U.S. Patent No. 6,628,928 by Crosby et 
al.. 

Regarding claim 36, the modified Brandt teaches the information processing apparatus of Claim 
4. 

The Brandt reference fails to teach a fourth information processing device. 
However, the Crosby reference teaches: 

a provider-address-identifying means for identifying a content provider's network address 
corresponding to a provider ID supplied by a fourth information processing apparatus on the 
basis of the information in the storage means (Crosby: col. 9, lines 14-26; vendor information 
DB) in order to identify a URL associated the broadcaster or vendor associated with the content 
(Crosby: col. 9, lines 14-26). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to use the information processing apparatus of the modified Brandt to include provider address 
identifying means as taught by Crosby in order to identify a URL associated the broadcaster or 
vendor associated with the content (Crosby: col. 9, lines 14-26). 



REMARKS 

Applicant has submitted amendments clarifying the independent claims with new claims. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin R. Bruckart whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3982. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:30PM with every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR, Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Benjamin R Bruckart 
Examiner 




